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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Applicant's amendment to claim 22 is sufficient to overcome 
the 112-2 nd paragraph rejection in the previous office action. 

2. The amendment to figure 1 is acceptable; the objection to 
the drawings is withdrawn. 

Terminal Disclaimer 

3. The terminal disclaimer filed on 3/30/07 disclaiming the 
terminal portion of any patent granted on this application, 
which would extend beyond the expiration date of US Patent No. 
6,738,833 has been reviewed and is accepted. The terminal 
disclaimer has been recorded. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 3/30/07 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. The applicant argues: 

1) The prior art fails to teach the limitations of 
determining from a header whether any default value of the 
network device should be updated and fetching at least one 
configuration instruction from a memory when the determining 
step determines that the network device should be updated (see 
first full paragraph of page 14 of applicant's remarks); and 
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2) the prior art fails to teach the memory interface is 
configured to receive configuration instructions, wherein the 
network device is configured to interpret the instructions such 
that the corresponding values are mapped to corresponding 
default values of the register file (see paragraph bridging 
pages 15 and 16) . 

As per argument 1, the Examiner disagrees. Egbert teaches a 
network device (item 10, figure 1) that receives configuration 
instructions from an external memory device (item 14, figure 1) . 
Egbert further teaches reading a header (MSB) from a location in 
the external memory to determine if any values in the network 
device are to be updated. If the header (MSB) is a 0, an 
address is read from the memory. This address corresponds to the 
address in the network device to be updated. The next value in 
the external memory is read, which corresponds to data to be 
written to address previously identified. Applicant's claimed 
configuration instruction is being interpreted as the data read 
from the external memory and programmed into the network device. 

As per argument 2, the Examiner disagrees. Egbert teaches the 
network device comprises a memory interface (item 16, figure 1) 
that receives configuration instructions (see lines 26-42 of 
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column 3) . The addresses read from the external memory (item 
14, figure 1) are mapped to the register file in the network 
device (item 12, figure 1) . The network device reads the 
internal memory and interprets what registers to reprogram and 
what data to reprogram the device with. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 22-25,27-32,34-39,41, and 42 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Egbert et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,407,960 hereinafter "Egbert") in view of Chieng et 
al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,035,346 hereinafter "Chieng"). 

7. Referring to method claim 22 and apparatus claims 29 and 
36, Egbert teaches a method for flexibly configuring default 
values of a network device through an memory interface, 
comprising : 
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determining whether default values are obtained through the 
memory interface (see lines 31-42 of column 3) ; 

when it is determined that the default values are to are 
obtained through the memory interface, performing the steps of: 

receiving a header from an memory through the memory 
interface (see line 43 of column 3 to line 25 of column 4); 

determining from the header whether any default value of 
the network device should be updated (see line 43 of column 3 to 
line 25 of column 4); 

fetching at least one configuration instruction from the 
memory when the determining step determines that the network 
device should be updated (see line 43 of column 3 to line 25 of 
column 4 ) ; 

interpreting the at least one configuration instruction 
(see line 43 of column 3 to line 25 of column 4); and 

changing a register default value of the default values 
corresponding to the interpreted at least one configuration 
instruction (see line 43 of column 3 to line 25 of column 4) . 

Egbert fails to teach that when it is determined that the 
default values are obtained through a microprocessor interface, 
changing said default values according to data received through 
the microprocessor interface. 
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Chieng teaches, in an analogous system, the above 
limitation (see lines 46-57 of column 3) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
system and method of Egbert with the above teachings of Chieng. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
make such modification because Chieng suggests the method is 
less susceptible to reprogramming instruction errors (see 
paragraph bridging columns 2 and 3) . 

8. Referring to method claim 23 and apparatus claims 30 and 

37, Egbert teaches monitoring a reset signal to determine 
whether the default values of the network device should be 
updated (see lines 43-60 of column 3) . 

9. Referring to method claim 24 and apparatus claims 31 and 

38, Egbert teaches determining from the header whether any 
default values should be updated comprises determining a number 
of the default values of the network device that should be 
updated (see line 43 of column 3 to line 25 of column 4; Note 
that each header (MSB) determines if one register is to be 
updated) . 
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10. Referring to method claim 25 and apparatus claims 32 and 39 
Egbert teaches the fetching of at least one configuration 
instruction from the memory comprises fetching a number of 
configuration instruction from the memory equal to the number of 
the default values of the network device that should be updated 
(see line 43 of column 3 to line 25 of column 4; Note that each 
header (MSB) determines if one register is to be updated and 
fetches the corresponding one configuration instruction) . 

11. Referring to method claim 27 and apparatus claims 34 and 41 
Egbert teaches the at least one configuration instruction 
comprises a plurality of configuration instructions and the step 
of fetching at least one configuration instruction from the 
memory is repeated until all of the plurality of configuration 
instructions have been fetched (see line 43 of column 3 to line 
25 of column 4 ) . 

12. Referring to method claim 28, and apparatus claims 35 and 
42, Egbert the memory interface comprises an EEPROM interface 
and the method further comprises a step of receiving a header 
from an EEPROM through the EEPROM interface (see lines 14-25 of 
column 3) . 
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13. Claims 26,33, and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Egbert in view of Chieng as applied to 
claims 22,29, and 36 above, and further in view of Gates et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,727,207 hereinafter "Gates") . 

14. Referring to method claim 26 and apparatus claims 33 and 
40, the combination of Egbert and Chieng teaches the method and 
apparatus of claims 22 and 29 as shown above, however the 
combination fails to teach determining a key value from the 
header and comparing the key value with a magic number pre- 
defined inside the network device to determine whether any 
default value of the network device should be updated. 

Gates teaches, in an analogous method and apparatus, 
determining a key value from the header and comparing the key 
value with a magic number pre-defined inside the network device 
to determine whether any default value of the network device 
should be updated (see paragraph bridging columns 2 and 3) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
combination of Egbert and Chieng with the above teachings of 
Gates. One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention would have been motivated to make such 
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modification in order to be able to leave registers with the 
default configuration values as suggested by Gates (see 
paragraph bridging columns 2 and 3) . 

Conclusion 

15. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL . Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Eron J. 
Sorrell whose telephone number is 571 272-4160. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00AM - 4:30PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Kim Huynh can be 
reached on 571-272-4147. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 
(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. A// ^ — 



EJS 

6/12/2007 
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